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(Andrea Brennan)

Minneapolis housing trends (Michael Peterson)
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Housing Trends

—

We are growing faster than we have since 1950

Our population of color is growing faster than the
population as a whole

For a growing number of low income residents, incomes
are not keeping pace with housing cost increases,
especially for people of color

We are a now a majority renter population

We have less affordable housing than we did 15 years ago,
and production is not keeping pace with loss

Racial disparities persist in all aspects of housing

Geographic patterns of income and racial disparities are
influenced by past discriminatory policy

...These are regional and national trends



Minneapolis Population

Total Population for Minneapolis, 1920-2010;
Projected Population for Minneapolis, 2020-2040
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Metropolitan Council
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Population by Race

The city’s population of Color has grown at a faster rate than the population
as a whole

In 1990, around 2 in 10 residents indicated a race other than White, non-

Hispanic. As of 2010 this number had increased to 4 in 10, and is projected to
grow

Total Population and Population of Color, Minneapolis 2000 - 2010

382,618
- — 1 382,578
368,383
e Total population
e Of Color
143,538
151,928
82,974
[ T T 1
1990 2000 2010

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Decennial Census
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Household Income

* Household income in Minneapolis is slightly down from 2000, and unchanged from 2005-2009

* Since 2005-2009, Asian and White non-Hispanic households saw statistically significant increases
in income

* Income for Black households saw real decreases of nearly 20% across the two five-year time
periods

Median Household Income for Selected Racial Groups
Minneapolis 2000-2014 (2014 inflation-adjusted dollars)
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 5-year estimates




Minneapolis and Regional
Demographics

_

Population 419,952 3,041,526

Median Household Income S50,767 $85,800

% of households at or below poverty 22.6% 11.1%
Minneapolis Twin Cities

B White, non-
Latino

m People of color

m White, non-
Latino
m People of color



Shifts in Owner/Renter Status

Across 1970-1990, renters represented a slight majority of occupied housing units

Across 2000-2009, owners represented the majority of occupied housing units,
reversing a decades-long trend

Renter occupied units have had the larger share since 2010, and renter households are
growing faster than owner households

Tenure (Owner/Renter Status) for Minneapolis, 2000-2014

52.3%

88,529
83,408 82,579
78,944 — 80,777
47.4%
74,047
2000 2007 2014
asgue(Owner HH e={l==Renter HH

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 1-year estimates



Owner/Renter Status by Race

e Home-owners are disproportionately White

e White households are the only households in which the majority are owner-
occupied

e There are more than 85,000 renter households in Minneapolis — nearly 40,000 are
headed by a person of Color

Owner/Renter Status by Racial Group for Minneapolis, 2010-2014

JH1H]

Black or African  American Indian & Asian Two or More Races Hispanic Latino White non-Hispanic
American Alaska Native
m % of racial group who rent ® % of racial group who own

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 5-year estimates
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Homeownership Gap

76%

59%
Gap:
36%
=
Minneapolis Twin Cities

B Share of White, non-Latino households who own their home

m Share of households of color who own their own home
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Changes in Household Incomes and Costs

* Owner households as a group are largely better off than in 2000, with
increasing incomes and stabilized housing costs

* Compared with those who were renting in 2000, today’s renters face
reduced incomes and increasing rents

% Change in Median Income and Median Housing Costs by Owner/Renter Status,
Minneapolis, 2000 - 2014

11% 11%

0,
0% M Income

Housing Costs

-14%

Owner Renter

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 1-year estimates
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Affordability of Housing Units

Share of Housing Stock (Owner & Renter) Affordable at 50% of AMI

About 168,700 total housing units

About 171,660 total housing units

2000

2009-2013

m Unaffordable at | 50% of AMI for a
50% of AMI family of four was
$45,300 in 2015

m Affordable at
50% of AMI

Decreased
affordability

* Despite the City producing or preserving 8,900 housing units affordable at 50% of AMI, units

AMI.

—

affordable at that income level have decreased dramatically.

* There were around 8,000 fewer rental units affordable at 50% of AMI across 2009-2013
compared with 2000.

* Met Council estimates that by 2014 this loss grew to 11,500 rentals affordable at 50% of

Source: U.S. Census Bureau/HUD; Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy 2009-2013 5-year estimates, Metropolitan
Council Housing Affordability Estimates, 2014



Metro Housing Affordability
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Property Sales in Minneapolis, 2010 to 2015
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Cost Burdened Households

* A household is:

e Cost burdened if 30% or more of household income is spent on
housing.

e Severely cost burdened if 50% or more of household income is spent
on housing.

* Nearly half of Minneapolis renters are cost
burdened, and the majority are severely cost
burdened

* Renters represent about 3 out of 4 cost burdened
and severely cost burdened households

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 1-year estimates



Cost Burdened Households

Share of each household type that is cost burdened by owner/renter status
Minneapolis, 2009-2013

58%

m Owner

M Renter

Elderly Family  Small Family  Large Family Elderly non- Other
Family

likely to be cost-burdened than renters

households

—

Elderly family = 2
persons with either
or both being age 62+

Small family = 2
persons, neither age
62+

Large family = 5+
persons

Elderly non-family =
1 person age 62+ or
two or more
unrelated people age
62+

Other = non family
and non elderly

* Small and elderly families who own are far less likely to be cost burdened

* Elderly non family households are the only group for which owners are more

* 66% of non-family households are renters, compared with 36% of family

Source: 2009-2013 HUD Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy estimates



Cost Burdened Households

Share of racial group that is cost burdened by owner renter status
Minneapolis, 2009-2013

59%

[»)
48% 2% 48% 48%

45% 47%

Black or African-  American Indian or  other (including Hispanic Asian White

American Alaska Native multiple races)

= Owner M Renter

* Home ownership reduces the likelihood of cost burden for most groups

* However disparities remain - 45% of Black owners are cost burdened compared
with 27% of White owners

* About 1in 2 American Indian households are cost burdened regardless of tenure

Source: 2009-2013 HUD Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy estimates
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Area of Concentrated Poverty

Area of Concentrated Poverty where at least half the residents are people of color
City and Township Boundaries
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Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport

Highways
Lakes and rivers
Regional parks and trails




Areas of Concentrated Poverty and Areas of Concentrated Poverty - 50% Minority
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Cost Burden by Renter/Owner and
ACP Status

Cost burden Rates for Renters Cost burden Rates for Homeowners
Minneapolis, 2010-2014 Average Minneapolis, 2010-2014 Average
33% 25%
o)
. .y 99 590 24% b
239 9%
Cost Burden W Cost
Burden
M Severe Cost M Severe Cost
Burden Burden

Renters Renters in ACP  Renters in Homeowners Homeowners inHomeowners in
ACP50 ACP ACP50
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CURA Shrinking City: Rental

vary affardable

: i el i L
Rental Housing
Aﬁo rd a b I | Ity I n - Hispanic or Latino o
Minneapolis

; 2000
Median Rent: $809
Neighborhoods -
<
y . - |
Change in Rental Affordability by B
Race/Ethnicity 2000 and 2014 4 "
_f'—-vuj
Median Renter Income: $26,729 (19,000 in 2000 dollars) $40,234 ($28 600 in 2000 dollars) $39,390 (§28,000 in 2000 dollars)
Affordable threshold: $BBE ($475 in 2000 dollars) $1,006 (5715 in 2000 doflars) $985 (700 in 2000 dollars)
Eﬂ . J
[Ty T\ Y
L~ % Ll
2014 W S
ource: Author calculations, 2000 Census, Median Rent: $854 :
010-2014 ACS, 2000 IPUMS, 2010-2014 r
PUMS o]
Il bolded values adjusted to 2014 dollars
]
comes for households M=
Median Renter Income: $30,491

Affordable threshold: $762




Legally Binding
Affordable
Housing

Legend

TR ® Addresses w/ Subsidized Units (25.786)
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Legend
® Addresses w/ Subsidized Units (25,786)

Stage and Type of Gentrification

Legally Binding

. I et - e 1
Affordable Housing — .

®
] S | -Mid— Dynamic
S o B e -
)

Gentrification types (Bates uikt N [———

methodology)
* Early stage

* Atrisk of gentrification
* Best opportunities for early
intervention (e.g. affordability
preservation)
* Mid stage

* On-going gentrification pressures

e Opportunities for mitigating
displacement despite affordability o

2 e i
losses X i elel
s
& s e |
Housing market is high value, but e ¥ Source: Housinglink

potential further loss of affordability » Streams dataset
@

Has experienced gentrification-
related change, but vulnerable | o
populations remain o ' o

Winneapolis GIS - gis@minneapolismn.gov/ www.minneapolismn . gov/gis
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Evictions

Eviction Filings as % of Zip Codes w/>50%

Renter " NonWhit N
Juptoom =
T 1% Label: Zip code.
[ e toos *27 Label: Filings by % of

renter households,

[ 9% 10 15% 37 Label:Filings, 1/13-
- 15% and Up 9/15.

Map created 10/15 by HousingLink.

=T

1/13-9/15 Eviction filings data provided by 4" District
Court. Occupied renter households and race data from

S-Year (2009-2013) American Community Survey.

5-Year (2009-2013) Arl

Evictions disproportionately impact
low income and minority
neighborhoods.

Nearly half of renter households in
North Minneapolis experienced a
filing in the past 3 years.

2/3 of cases end with tenant
displacement

25



Housing Supply in Minneapolis

Development Pattern influenced by
discriminatory practices

HOLC Maps

Racially Restrictive Covenants

Lasting impact on where people of color live

Lasting impact on built environment:

Distribution of multifamily housing

Neighborhoods with more than 70% of housing units are
single family

Areas where current zoning allows for multifamily

Overall supply by units and bedroom counts

—

26



|asting impact of discriminatory
nousing policies on development
natterns

* FHA Underwriting Procedures

* Restrictive covenants

* Redlining, discriminatory lending practices
* Development patterns

* Zoning restrictions

* Limited access to Gl Bill

* |-94 construction and displacement

27



Racially Restrictive Covenants

Example Restriction
from 1940:

“T h e S e . .‘ | Wermaas Do, Brcept Avecumcnts.

Miller-Davis Co., Minneapalls, Binn,
Form Mo. 8-M.
Corporation to Individnal ; . R

premises...shall not o
at any time be ;):'gﬁ'g"cmm; - ~-Harold G. F:'a-nzen—n

26th day of June 19140,
-A. G. Bogen Company
Minnesota..

= party of the first part, and

nve e d ' party.........of the secon ;m.:-;, -
C O y ] Witnesseth, That the said party of the fivst part, in consideration of the sune of
m ‘ onem-nollﬁ.!?----and.---Othea:r....va.],ua_.‘bl.g....congj_dg.r.a,t.j,g.ng...;—.....—...-..._...,_........_..._..._,.._mgmxﬁ.x

O rtg ag e d O r e aS e ! to it in hand paid by the said parby..— .of the seeond part, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledgded,

does hereby Grant, Bargain, Sell, and Convey nunto the said pavt Yo of the second part,—hdisg..
heirs and assigns, Forever, all the tract..... or parcel.....

I - 0f land lying and being in the County of
to any p e rS O n O r Hennepin- and State off Winnesota, desevibed as follows, to-it:

i ~Lotw Seven (7) and Eight (8), Block One (1), Edgewater on
: Nokomie Third Addition, a.cco{'din.g to the duly recorded plat

persons Of Chlnese, :; J thereof, subjeot to building restrictions hereto attached.- —
Japanese, Moorish,

—

This conveynnee Is made on the CRpresd fgreemont followlsg, which I to he Linding on the umnlrlﬂ-—-.h.is.__.l:ulrs.
oxecutors, administrators and nsslpnn, to-wit:
That when the res! estate horoln deserlbed, or any part thereof,

Tuelfth Avenue

: I Improved, fL Is to be Ly the erection of one nnd one only
- single family one and one-half story or Inrger resldence dwelling on any ono lot, the same (o cost not less tian !—51-010-04-00
I u r IS e ro exclusive of the real witate, and {o b localed uo that the front line of the feop

1 ] !

L owall of the maln foundatlon placed parailel with
- (REXNEKXXII shall be not nearer than fot Lo the Cront lot Wne: also
4 gorego not lorger than lo convenlently contaln three automoblles may be constructed nt

B €t not less than §.
N L] and to be placed not nearer Umn 2feet lo tho rear line of the WIEHIn deseribed pronerty, or rald gnre mus e T poo
I l I l D ok, il rosidonca; It Lelng understood that wald garage shull not e wsed for Restdonee purposes nor shall any temporary
O g O I a O r rI Ca bullding for rexldence purposes be ‘pluced on any part of said premlscs,

A story and one-half Louse as the term I8 used In the bullding restricilons

herein, meons it there must bo a seeond Heor
aceessdible by stalrwoy with adegunte oren and helght for nt least one living raom.

Mo duplex, apartment, or flat bellding, shall by erected or placed on sald land nor any building thereon 10 be used for other
7 - X than resldence purposes for one family, No b Ind Tiotel, br slore, sl Le mnlntilned thoreon,
o It I8 understood that when bullding operatlons are begun on the within desgribed property that all outside constructlon shall
[] C be completed wiihin four months from date of the commencing of sald construction,
It 16 further atlpulnted ond ngreod by o

nd hetwoon the parlies hereto for Whenselves, el helrs amd aslguy, os part of
conslderatlon hercof, that Lhe within deseril

the
el premises ahall nol Le aald, mortgaged, or sl o op oeeupled by uny person or
persens othier than menbors of e Cavensinn race,
It I8 Turilier mgreed hetween Uis pariles hetelo that no sand or geavel shall be [y rmoved Trom e wWithin deseribed
premlses except such as wny he =iy for Lhe fur a L af the bulld i Z

of such lot to ploce sume

roln provided, or for the rrading
grade of the sidewalk.

In rensonnbile conformity 1o the grade of other lots ot prade not Jower thaw the established

adjolning,

R




Racially Restrictive Covenants
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Only 20% of
Minneapolis
properties sampled
to date

L 4,500 racial
il L] covenants found
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i ¢ Racial covenants
e 2 used in Minneapolis
s S E from 1910-1968

No racially
restrictive
covenants found

Racially restrictive
covenants found




Racially Restrictive Covenants

Hilltop

i St Anthony

4
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lauderdale

Areas of historic racial
covenants are still primarily
white today vood
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Mapping Inequality:
Redlining in New Deal
America

dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/redlining/
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*Map used 1935-1940



https://dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/redlining/loc=5/36.704/-96.943&opacity=0.8

Number of Housing Units
In Building

@ 34

Distribution T e
of Multifamily G
Housing In S
Minneapolis i

59
10-20

21-49

100 -200

200+

5 G15 - gis@minneapols mn.goy L www. minneapolismn.govigs




Neighborhoods
where 70% or
more of
housing units
are single
family

)




Current
zoning map
highlighting
where 3

3 + unit
building
can be built
today
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Housing Units
& Location

Total Single Multi-
Famlly Family

Studio 12,773 12,696
One Bedroom 58,116 2,540 55,576
Two Bedroom 61,028 19,619 41,409
Three Bedroom 44,809 35,746 9,063
4+ Bedroom 20,378 17,248 3,130

@ Studio Unit

® OneBedroom Unit
* Two Bedroom Unit
@ Three Bedroom Unit

Four Bedroom Unit

oA T 35

Minneapolis GIS - gis@minneapolis mngov /www minneapolismn gowgs




Studio
One Bedroom
Two Bedroom

Three Bedroom

4+ Bedroom

12,773 12,696
58,116 2,540 55,576
61,028 19,619 41,409
44,809 35,746 9,063
20,378 17,248 3,130

Total Single Multi-
Family Family
77

& Stuido Unit
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Total Single Multi-
Family Family
77

Studio 12,773 12,696
One Bedroom 58,116 2,540 55,576
Two Bedroom 61,028 19,619 41,409
Three Bedroom 44,809 35,746 9,063
4+ Bedroom 20,378 17,248 3,130

® One Bedroom Unit




@ Two Bedroom Unit

Total Single Multi-
Famlly 111111\

Studio 12,773 12,696
One Bedroom 58,116 2,540 55,576
Two Bedroom 61,028 19,619 41,409

Three Bedroom 44 809 35,746 9,063
4+ Bedroom 20,378 17,248 3,130
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® Three Bedroom Unit

Total Single Multi-
Famlly Family

Studio 12,773 12,696
One Bedroom 58,116 2,540 55,576
Two Bedroom 61,028 19,619 41,409
Three Bedroom 44,809 35,746 9,063
4+ Bedroom 20,378 17,248 3,130
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@ Four + Bedroom Unit

Total Single Multi-
Famlly Family

Studio 12,773 12,696
One Bedroom 58,116 2,540 55,576
Two Bedroom 61,028 19,619 41,409
Three Bedroom 44,809 35,746 9,063
4+ Bedroom 20,378 17,248 3,130




CITY OF MINNEAPOLIS

Addendum to Analysis of
mpediments to Affirmatively

-urthering Fair Housing

d

' neapolis Link to the Al: www.ramseycounty.us/FHIC


http://www.ramseycounty.us/FHIC

Al Addendum Background

* The Fair Housing Implementation Council (FHIC) is made up of
county and city governments that receive federal funds through
HUD and are required to “affirmatively further fair housing.”

* Includes Counties of Hennepin, Washington, Ramsey, Dakota, Anoka,
Carver, and Scott and Cities of Minneapolis, St. Paul, Woodbury,
Bloomington, Plymouth, Coon Rapids, Eden Prairie, and Minnetonka

* A Regional Analysis of Impediments study was prepared for the
FHIC in 2014, but became the subject of a complaint to HUD,
alleging the analysis and findings to be deficient.

To resolve the complaint, Minneapolis and Saint Paul entered into
Voluntary Compliance Agreements with HUD and the
complainants, agreeing to update the study.

The Addendum builds on the 2014 Regional Al, adding analysis,
updating data, and addressing additional fair housing issues.
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A New Set of Rules

HUD issued a regulation in 2015 creating a new model for
the local fair housing studies required of its grantees.

The new format, called an Assessment of Fair Housing,
requires analysis of geospatial concepts related to housing
such as:

Measures of segregation and integration

Areas of concentrated poverty

Indices reflecting such indicators as quality education, proximity to
jobs, and community safety

The Addendum is informed by the new 2015 regulation and
blends many components of this updated model into its
update of the 2014 Al.
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Elements of Analysis

Historical Narrative

Demographic Data

Housing Market Profile

Zoning Code Reviews

Low Income Housing Tax Credit Policies
Public Housing and Voucher Use Policies
Maps of Subsidized Housing Locations
Effects of Gentrification and Displacement
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Al Addendum Status and
Implications

Submitted to HUD by June 15, 2017 deadline

HUD determined Al Addendum meets the
requirements of the VCA

Future Implications:

Take meaningful action to overcome the impediments
identified

Housing finance and community development tools

City wide coordination: comprehensive plan, planning and
zoning, city investments, etc.; re: impact of policies,
programs, and investment on fair housing choice

Coordination with other agencies: MPHA, Hennepin County,
Minneapolis Public Schools, Metropolitan Council, etc.

Expectation of robust community engagement
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AFFH Defined

Affirmatively Further Fair Housing - The duty to Affirmatively
Further Fair Housing:

“taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating
discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster
inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to
opportunity based on protected characteristics”

This means actions that:
* Address disparities in housing need and access to opportunity

* Replace segregated living patterns with integrated and balanced
living patterns

* Improve access to opportunity in areas of concentrated poverty
where a majority of residents are people of color

. roster and maintain compliance with civil rights and fair housing
aws
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Historical Narrative

Minneapolis credited 15t major city to enact a fair
housinﬁ ordinance; TC schools most integrated in U.S.
through mid-1990s

Sustained patterns of residential racial segregation

Lasting impact of discriminatory housing policies:
Restrictive covenants
Zoning restrictions
Limited access to Gl Bill
Redlining, discriminatory lending practices
1-94 construction and displacement

Hollman v. Cisneros 1995 Consent Decree
Demolition and redevelopment of 770 public housing units

—



/oning Code Reviews

Zoning Assessment — Low, Medium and High Risk for
possible impediment to fair housing choice
Low risk (affirmative action that intentionally promotes
and/or protects affordable housing and fair housing choice)

score on
— specific mention of best practices:
Multifamily housing by right
Minimum lot size
ADU ordinance
Modular homes
Reduced parking near transit
Medium risk score related to
Density bonus, housing policy
High risk score related to

High minimum points, outdoor play areas for children

Occupancy — no more than 3 unrelated persons, intentional
communities burdensome to residents and city

—



Regional Distribution of LIH

Developments

* 32,705
affordable
units at 515
properties

* 55.5% In
MPLS/STP

* 40% of
renters in
region live in
MPLS/STP

m County Boundaries

;_______i City and Township Boundaries

Areas of concentrated poverty
i where at least 50% of residents
are persons of color (2010-2014)

LIHTC Affordable Housing
Units

s °* 1Dot=50
s LIHTC Units

Tract Share of Regional Rental
Housing (2010-2014)
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Fair Housing Issues |dentified

There is a need for expanded distribution of
affordable housing across the region

Regulations, policies, and funding availability impacts
levels of publicly-subsidized and private-market
affordable housing development across the region

Access to homeownership, rental housing, and
housing programs is reduced for some racial and
ethnic groups

Fair housing enforcement and education is a
continuing need
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Fair Housing Issues |dentified

How residents value neighborhoods and housing is
multifaceted

Residential patterns reflect segregation and differing
access to opportunity factors by race and ethnicity

Areas of concentrated poverty require coordinated
place-based investment to increase opportunity for
residents

Displacement due to gentrification and
neighborhood change causes a loss of affordable
housing and limits fair housing choice
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A Balanced Approach to Fair
Housing

Prioritize new construction of affordable housing,
both regionally and within jurisdictions, in areas
with access to as defined through a
community engagement process, that may include,
but are not limited to, quality schools,
transportation, economic opportunity, and other
public resources.

Prioritize preservation and new construction of
affordable housing where is believed
to be occurring
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A Balanced Approach to Fair
Housing

* New construction of affordable units in areas of
concentrated poverty, and particularly in areas of
concentrated poverty where 50% or more of the
residents are people of color, should be considered only
as part of a comprehensive community investment
strategy to address targeted communit?l housing
needs. Preservation of existing affordable housing in
these areas should be prioritized over new
construction.

* Enforcement of fair housing laws and efforts to
prevent housing discrimination are key to opening up a
variety of housing options throughout the region in
areas of all types of opportunity.
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Goals

Improve Opportunities for Mobility within the Region
Reduce Resident Displacement

Increase Access to Homeownership

Expand Funding for Affordable Housing

Improve Fair and Affordable Housing Planning
Expand Locations of Affordable Housing

Institute Effective and Meaningful Community
Engagement

Invest in Place-Based Community Improvements
Support Multicultural Housing Needs
Support Residents’ Fair Housing Rights




Recommendations

List of 54 specific recommendations

City required to adopt any of the specific
recommendations contained in the Addendum. The City
required by the VCA to

, including the administration of its
in light of the Addendum’s findings, and to take appropriate
actions to ensure that said policies affirmatively further fair

housing.

All FHIC participants are required to take meaningful action
to overcome the impediments identified in the Addendum
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Goal 1: Improve Opportunities for
Mobility within the Region

Non-discrimination ordinance
Landlord incentive fund
Improve monitoring of HCV acceptance in housing with City financing

Request end of year report from MPHA on advancement of

recommendations from best practices report; progress made to date:

- Scheduling unit inspections within 24 hours

- Electronic submission of paperwork via email or text

- Authorize payment of MPHA rent portion day unit passes inspection

- Initiated analysis of submarket rent structure

- Participation in regional housing initiative to pool and project base
voucher

Strategically acquire affordable housing site (54" and Riverview Rd.)

—
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Goal 2: Reduce Resident Displacement

Research in evictions, advance notice policies and expanded use of the
Tenant Remedies Action

Housing Court Pilot Project (Hennepin Co, Housing Court,
philanthropy)

Legislative policy position: support funding and policy that would help
reduce evictions filed due to non-payment of rent

Advance Notice ordinance (introduced)
AHTF changes to allow NOAH preservation requests on pipeline basis

2018 budget proposal: acquisition and funding for properties in need
of immediate repairs

2018 budget proposal: funding for tenant hotline (information and
‘ referral) and legal services to enforce tenant rights




Goal 3: Increase Access to Homeownership

Homeownership Opportunity Minneapolis (HOM) $100,000 in grants
to support homeownership and financial literacy capacity building in
community based organizations

HOM $500,000 in up to $7,500 of entry cost assistance for households
completing homeownership capacity building

Participant in regional Homeownership Opportunity Alliance

$1.5M funding for Minneapolis Homes build (S800,000 from MHFA
and Hennepin County)

2017 expanded support for CLT and long term affordability models

Supports LISC-led initiative to create information material on Sharia
compliant loan products

59



Goal 3: Increase Access to Homeownership

$800,000 in homeowner rehabilitation and $100,000 in foreclosure
prevention counseling to help low income households remain
successful in homeownership

Supports MN Homeownership Center (HOC). HOC ensures
homeownership advisors are trained in Fair Housing, consumer
protection and scam avoidance, identifying and reporting predatory.

Acquires vacant boarded properties for rehabilitation and sale to
owner occupant with homebuyer assistance

Work to Do

Research, support innovative models, such as lease to purchase
programs

Support regional HOA 2017-2018 “Inspire to Try” campaign

Consider expansion of homeownership options, long term
affordability, homeownership capacity building, and strategies to
acquire and improve privately owned vacant and boarded homes. 60




Goal 4: Expand Affordable Housing Funding

Recommendation: supplement LIHTC and federal funding with local,

regional, state funding for affordable housing production and
preservation

City supporting member of Homes for All Coalition

$12 M of local funds for affordable housing (in addition to $8.9 M
federal funds) (2017 budget)

$1.5 M for NOAH Preservation Fund to leverage and support GMHF
NOAH Impact Fund

Extend period of affordability from 15 years to 20 or 30 years
Work to Do

Campaign strategy under development by Minnesota Housing
Partnership

Develop long term affordability models for home ownership
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Goal 5: Improve Fair and Affordable Housing
Planning

Recommendation: develop capacity at the local level through technical
assistance and plan review, training on fair housing implications of local
policy and investment decisions, advance analysis of zoning and
gentrification, expand opportunities for stakeholder participation

CURA, Federal Reserve Research on gentrification

Housing Justice Center developed database on current location of
LIHTC units; practice in place to continue

FHIC creating ongoing advisory counsel, expanding community
participation

Work to Do

Develop and deliver fair housing education and training program for
elected officials and staff focused on concepts such as disparate

impact and impact of infrastructure and other investments on fair
housing choice (work with FHIC, ULI RCM)
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Goal 6: Expand Locations of Affordable
Housing

Affordable housing policy applies to all city assisted housing

Implements the following recommendations from MN Challenge to
reduce cost of affordable housing

- Support appropriate density

- Contribute to local financial resources

- ldentify and acquire sites

- Reduce parking requirements

- Waive or reduce fees (park dedication fee waived for affordable
housing units)

Consider manufactured or modular housing

Be open to all affordable housing developments

Adopt inclusionary housing and/or mixed income policies
Address opposition
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Goal 6: Expand Locations of Affordable
Housing

Completed feasibility analysis on inclusionary housing
Density bonus (not well used)
Occupancy changes proposed (Introduced)

Comprehensive plan considering locations for multifamily housing
Work to Do

Reconfigure density bonus

Strengthen inclusionary housing policy: mixed income policy
statement, planning and zoning approval and other incentives

Consider impact of design, building material requirements on
affordable housing goals; consider revision to reduce negative impact

Consider streamlining administrative process




Goal 7: Institute Effective and Meaningful
Community Engagement

Recommendation: allocate resources to fund effective, culturally-
appropriate community engagement around housing issues

Work Underway
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Goal 7: Institute Effective and Meaningful
Community Engagement

Recommendation: allocate resources to fund effective, culturally-
appropriate community engagement around housing issues

Explore options for amplifying community voices in planning decisions

Enhance engagements with communities of color regarding available
housing programs and needs.

Develop tenant training programs (high school students and immigrant
populations)

Improve coordination with school districts. Consider impacts of
affordable housing development and public sector investments on
segregation or integration of affected schools
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Goal 8: Invest in Place-Based Community
Improvements

The Minneapolis Promise Zone (MPZ) plan is a comprehensive,
community-driven revitalization strategy that builds on and aligns
numerous initiatives to address the persistent unemployment, crime,
housing blight, and poor educational outcomes that affect
neighborhoods in North Minneapolis.

CPED divisions target resources that most need, and would benefit
from, interventions and investments.

Employment and training focus on three identified geographies:
Northside, Southside, Cedar Riverside

Build Leaders, MSP Techhire, Pathways to Justice Careers for Youth

Great Streets program invests in City’s commercial districts including

‘”Intervene” areas of economic challenge 67




Goal 8: Invest in Place-Based Community
Improvements

Recommendation: focus investments in communities affected by poverty to enhance the
physical environment, increase opportunities available to residents, build human capital of
community residents

Near North Strategic Framework establishes policies for infrastructure
improvement and connectivity, tied to community and economic
development goals

Green Homes North, Minneapolis Homes, Homeowner Rehabilitation
programs to support high quality, affordable homeownership; new
investment in high quality affordable rental housing

Great Streets program invests in City’s commercial districts including
“Intervene” areas of economic challenge

Continue to use data and research to inform policy and investment

Expand partnerships within community and organizations




Goal 9: Support Multicultural Housing Needs

Recommendation: Work closely with existing ethnic and cultural
organizations to reach and interact with ethnic and cultural diverse
populations in appropriate ways.

ADU ordinance, duplex minimum lot size, funding policy and selection
points for both rental and homeownership projects serve large,
multigenerational families

Work to Do

Explore partnerships to disseminate fair housing information and
resources to undocumented residents through existing organizations
that have earned the trust of the communities they serve
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Goal: 10 Support Residents’ Fair Housing
Rights

Recommendation: Work to prevent housing discrimination by
supporting existing organizations that provide fair housing education and
enforcement, strengthen affirmative marketing requirements, and
mitigate displacement that may occur as a result of code enforcement.

Regulatory Services proposes 2 new FTE in 2018 budget for inspectors
intended to work with tenants on habitability and safety concerns

City funds annual $33,150 for Mid-Minnesota Legal Aid Housing
Discrimination Law Project

City funds fair housing testing through FHIC

City revised affirmative marketing requirements and monitoring

Monitor and provide financial support for the efforts of existing

community-based organizations in offering fair housing education in
culturally appropriate ways to non-English speaking communities (e.g.
“What to do if you're facing eviction”)
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Discussion
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